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Action for—Contract—Payment in currency of foreign coun 
— of exchange—Damages.—Manners v. Pearson, APP., wh 


ADMINISTRATION— 
See Solicitor, 5; Will, 2 
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See Will, 1 
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Cruelty — Cause of cruelty — ‘“‘ Counselling” commission of 
offence—Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1848 (11 & 12 Vict. c. 43), s. 
5—Cruelty to Animals Act, 1849 (12 & 13 Vict. c. 92), s. 2.—Ben- 
Jord v. Sims, 2.B.D., 8.J, 556 
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1. Power—Period of ascertaining class—Gift over on marriage or 
death of surviving unmarried ter—Remoteness.—Gage, Re, 
Hill v. Gage, CH.D, KEKEWIOH, J., W.R. 569 

2. Power—Exercise will—Foreign unattested will—Invalid 

execution— Wills Act, 1837 (7 Will. 4 and 1 Vict. c. 26), ss. 9, 10, 
27—Wills Act, 1861 wn’s Act) (24 & 25 Vict. c. 114), 
8. 1.—Hummel v. Hummel, 08.D. KEKEWICH, J., W.R. 507 
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See Local Government, 1 
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or exercised wi Wa = cle ing up of cam b- 
sequent detention—-"‘ Military custody "—Army Act, 1881 (44 & 45 
Vict. c. 58), ss. 48, 45, 158, 176, sub-section 8 (a).—Marke v. 
Frogley, aPp., §.J. 507; W.R. 548 ; 
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. t f '—Bankru: 
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. Lease—Assi ent—Covenant to i i Bank- 
ruptey of firct entignes Right to sue Acre ny AG me second 
assignee—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), ss. 20, 44, 50 
5), 56, 57, 168.— Perkins, Re, Poyser v. Beyfus, apr., 8.J. 591; 


R. 595 
3. Order and disposition—Debts growing due to bankrupt in the 
course of his trade—U; ed drawn in respect thereof— 


Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 44, sub-section 2 
(iii.),—Goetz, Jonas & Co., Re, arp., W.R. 469 

4. egy yng mn er nenne: creditor — Es to band 
security 0 eg hy 46 &4 
Vict. c. 52), ule I., r, 10; Schedule IL., rr. 11, 12, Fad tn 
Re, Piers, Hx parte, arp., W.R. 475 

5. i ion—Priority—Vesting under order of court—Deed 
or conveyance—Title of official receiver—Middlesex ee 
Act (7 Anne c. nt s. 1—Bankru Act, 1883 (46 & 47 c. 52), 
s. 20 (1); s, 64(1) (4); s. 121. and Elvin’s Contract, Re, 
CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., W.R. 457 ; arp., 8.J. 653 

: eee cae Exchange; Company, 10; Married Woman, 


BASTARDY— 
Summons—Simultaneous applications to three magistrates—One 
summons dismissed—Fresh summons—Bastardy Laws Amendment 
i “ (35 & 36 Vict. c. 65), s. 3.—Reg. v. Robinson, Q.B.D., 


BETTING— 
See Gaming, 1, 2 





BILL of EXCHANGE— 
Liability of indorsers—Proof in 


—Consolidation of 
secured debts.—Morris, Re, James v. London and County Banking 
Co., CH.D. ROMER, J., 8.J. 611 


wn, Soke cai Beliot again 
1, i to protect security—Relief against seizure— 
Order as to giving up bill of sale —Jurisdiction—Bills of Sale Act, 
1882 & 46 Vict. c. 43), s. 7.—Eilis, Ew parte, app., W.R, 531 
2. Validity—Address of grantee—-Bills of Sale Act, 1882 (45 & 
46 Vict. c. 43), s. 9.—Altree v. Altree, a.B.D., 8.J. 573 


BURIAL— 
New burial-ground—Addition to an old burial-ground—Approval 
of Secretary of State—Burial Act, 1852 (15 & 16 Vict. c. 85), ss. 
25, 26, 23—Burial Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. o, 134), ss. 1, 6.—Ward 


v. Portsmouth (Mayor), app., W.R. 610 
See also Hee (fake de. § 3 


BYE-LAW— 
See Local Government, 5 
CHARITY— 
m , or charge” of the i cetase——Obaritable 


mortgage. Trusts 
Amendment Act, 1855 (18 & 19 Vict. o. 124), s. 29—City of London 
Parochial Charities Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 36).—Fell v. Oficial 
Trustee of Charity Lands, apr,, §.J. 488 ; 
2. Mortgage of property of—Jurisdiction of Charity Commis- 
sioners—‘‘ Cathedral, collegiate, , or other schools ”-— 
Words ejusdem generis—Charitable Act, 1853 (16 & 17 
wE c. 187), s. 62.—Stockport Ragged Schools, Re, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 
455 
See also Vendor and Parchaser, 2; Will, 5 


Con Dobentaree-—Chargo on, oii“ yoaperty "-—Uneited aia 
1, on o i nana 
ante ian Spratt’s Patent, Re, Johnson v. Same, aPP., §.J. 508 ; W.R. 
514 ' 
2. Debentures—Payment instalmentse—Specific performance 
of ee ee lend money — Damages.—South 
ican Territories v. Wallington, H.L., W.R. 545 
8. Debenture-holders— security—Execution creditor— 
Sheriff—Priority.— Davey v. Williamson, 0.3.D., S.J. 525; W.R. 


571 
4. Director—Vendor to in fid position—Misrepresentations 


in tract, rescission of—Damages.— Lagunas Nitrate 
Co. v. icate, CH.D. ROMER, J., 8.J, 490 

5. Mortgage uncalled capital—Debenture-hoiders— Unsecured 
creditors— Winding up—Priori panies Act, 1879 (42 & 43 
Vict. c. 76), s. b-—-Mayfair Co., Re, Bartlett v. Sume, 
app., W.R. 465 ‘ 

6. Trade-name—Similarity—Name of new company incorporat- 
ing name of company. Act, 1862 (25 & 26 


Bh Winding iB ar Seen nD Unpaid calls of 
: -u con —Unpsid of som- 
pany—Debts of a to set-off.— Aurtferous Properties, 


a Nite ar we eeiel also  creditor—Calls—Set-off 
. org | a off. — 

Auriferous Properties Co. (No. ec yong J., 8.3. 689 

9. Winding up—Promoter— _ 4a account or alg 
pensation—'‘ Moneys or property company "—Money 
and received to the use of 7—Ceupenies (Winding- 
up) Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. o. 63), 8. 10.—Sale Hotel Co., Re, 

esketh’s case, APP., W.R. 617 


Ao papell Sechoeied Iwate tn Reteneiag kon a 
enti ymeut—Preferen’ 
(51 ro Vict. c. 62), s. 1 -Prelercatied Payments 








Amendment Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vict. c. 19), s. 2.— Waverley Type- 
writer, Re, D’Esterre v. Waverley Typewriter, OH.D. WRIGHT, J., 
8.J. 473 

11. Winding up—Statement in prospectus—Director’s liability.— 
Moore Brothers, Re, CH.D. WRIGHT, J., $.J. 688 

12. Winding up—Voluntary liquidation—Register of shareholders 
—Application to inspect—Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 
89), 8. 32.— Kent Coalfields Syndicate, Re, arP., W.R. 453 


CONTRACT— 

1. Building agreement—Default of buiider—Re-entry of land- 
owner—Damages.— Marshall v. Mackintosh, @.B.D., §,J. 553; 
W.R. 580 

2. Building—Contract abandoned by builder—Completion by 
building owner—Right to sue on a quantum meruit—Evidence from 
which new contract may be inferred.—Suwmpter v. Hedges, app., W.R. 
454 

3. Cabbage seeds—Usual trade disclaimer of any warranty—Seeds 
supplied of a different kind of cabbage to that ordered—Action by 
vendor.—Howcroft v. Laycock, Q.B.D., §,J. 572 

4, Master and servant—Wine merchant’s traveller—Negative 
stipulation against doing other business—-Injunction.—Zhrmann v. 
Bartholomew, CH.D. ROMER, J., W.R. 509 

5, Public ag Be yrs Bip ate with course of justice— 
Agreement by brewer to support application for licence, in considera- 
tion of public-house being “‘ tied””—Sale of recommendation— 
arg <a Pere Brothers v. Langman, aPr., §.J. 633 

6. e of business, and ‘‘ all book and other debts and full benefit 
of all securities for such debts ”—Cheque uncashed at date of sale— 
Conditional payment.— Felix Hadley & Co. v. Felix Hadley, oH.D. 
BYRNE, J., §.J. 655 

See also Account ; Company, 4; Vendor and Purchaser, 1 


CONVEYANCING ACTS— 
See Landlord and Tenant, 3; Married Woman, 4; Vendor and 
Purchaser, 7 


CORPORATION— 


1. Muncipal corporation—Application of borough fund—Costs of 
chief constable in opposing renewal of licence—Borough Funds Act, 
1872 (35 & 36 Vict. c. 91), 8. 2—Municipal Corporations Act, 1882 
(45 & 46 Vict. c. 50), ss. 140, 143, 191; Schedule V., Part II., clause 
5 (d).—Attorney-General v. Tynemouth (Mayor), apr., W.R. 518 

2. Municipal corporation—Borough Funds Act, 1872 (35 & 36 
Vict. c. 91)—Bill in Parliament opposed—Gasworks Clauses Act, 
1871 (34 & 35 Vict. c. 41),—Attorney-General v. Swansea (Mayor), 
CH.D. NORTH, J., W.R, 534 

3. Municipal corporation—Street vested in corporation—Com- 
—s: ydney Corporation Act, 1879 (43 Vict. No. 3)—51 

ict. No. 37.—Municipal Corporation of Sydney v. Young, P.0., 
W.R. 561 
See also Local Government, 6 


cosTs— 


See Local Government, 8, 14; Metropolis, 5; Practice, 2, 3; 
Probate, 4; Solicitor, 1-3; Trustee, 3 


COUNTY COURT— 


1, Action commenced in High Court—Judgment as to part of 
poe Si apg amount remitted by registrar for trial to county 
court—Scale on which costs were to be taxed—County Court Act, 
1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 43), s. 65.—Bailey v. Watson, 9.B.D., §.J. 572 

2, Admiralty jurisdiction— Ship—Sale of ship by bailiff of county 
court in action in rem—Admiralty title—County Court Admiralty 
Jurisdiction Act, 1868 (31 & 32 Vict. c. 71), ss. 3, 12, 23—County 
Court Rules, 1892, ord. 398, rr. 40-42 (105-107)—County Court 
Rules, 1889, Form 331.—Ruby, The, P.D. & AD.D., W.R, 464 

See also Debtors Act, 1869 


CRIMINAL LAW— 


1, Obtaining credit by fraud—Debtors Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. 
c. 62), 8. 13.—Reg. v. Edwards, 0.0.R., 8,3. 472 ? 

2. Wilfully or maliciously committing damage to property— 
Diluting milk—Malicious Injuries to Property Act, 1861 (24 & 25 
Vict. c. 97), s. 52.—Roper v. Knott, 9 B.D., 8.3. 469 

See also Trade Union 


DEBTORS ACT, 1869— 

Judgment debtor summons—Payment by instalments—Judg- 
ment in High Court—Execution—Writ of fi. fa.—Debtors Act, 
1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 62), 8. 5.—Montgomery v. De Bulmes, app., 
8.J. 590 

See also Criminal Law, 1 


DIVORCE— 


Desertion—Intention at time of leaving—Criminal proceedings 
pending.— Wynne v. Wynne, P.p. & AD.D., W.R. 560 





DOMICIL— 
Husband and wife—Mutual rights as to unsettled movables— 
Matrimonial domicil—Chan of domicil.—De Nicols, Re, De Nicols 
v. Curlier, app., 8.J. 521; W.R. 532 


ECCLESIASTICAL LAW— 
Faculty—Application to open coffin—Jurisdiction of Chancellor 
—Licence of Home Secretary—Prohibition—Burials Act, 1857 
(20 & 21 Vict. c. 81), s. 25.—Reg. v. Tristram, @.B.D., §.J. 511 


EJUSDEM GENERIS— 
See Charity, 2 


ELECTION LAW— : 
Parliament—Illegal practice— Penalties— Return of election 
expenses—‘‘ Transmit,” meaning of—Corrupt and Illegal Practices 
Prevention Act, 1883, s. 33, sub-sections 1, 5.—Mackinnon v. Clark, 
App., §.J. 608 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING— aot: 
Inspector—Fees and reasonable expenses—Electric Lighting 
Orders Confirmation (No. 15) Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. —s 
s.47.—Crawford v. City of London Electric Lighting Co., Q.B.D., 
635 


ESTOPPEL— 
See Highway, 1 


EXECUTOR— 
See Bankruptcy, 2; Solicitor, 4; Will, 5 


FACTORY— 

1. Fencing of machinery—Accident to workman through 
failure to maintain fenciog—Penalty—Right of action—Factory 
and Workshop Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. o. 16), ss. 5, 82, 87.— 
Groves v. Wimborne (Lord), app., 8.J. 633 H 

2. Fencing machinery—Liability of oocupier—Person ipjured by 
his own negligence—Factory and a Act, 1878 (41 Vict. c. 
16), 8. 82.—Blenkinsop v. Ogden, Q.B.D., W.R. 542 

3. Meal-times—Employment—‘t Work”—Factory and Workshop 
Act, 1878 (41 Vict. c. 16), ss. 17, 83, 94.—Prior v. Slaithwaite 
Spinning Co., @.B.D., §.J. 472 ; W.R. 488 


GAMING— 

1. Betting—Horse-race—Cheque given in payment of bet— 
Holder for value with nutice—16 Car. 2, c. 7—9 Anne, c. 14, s. 1I— 
5 & 6 Will, 4, c. 41, s. 1.— Woolf v. Hamilton, arp., §.J. 633 

2. Betting—Using place for betting—Archway forming private 
thoroughfare—Betting Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. o. 119), ss. 1, 3.— 
Reg. v. Humphrey, 0.0.8., W.R, 543 ; 

3. Purchase of stocks—Payment out of tag of gambling 
transactions—Damages for non-delivery—Money deposited as 
‘* cover” —Right to recover.—Oronmire, Re, Waud, Ex parte, aPP., 
S.J. 468 


HIGHWAY— 

1. Liability to repair ratione or eetegt rms made a 
highway—Highway rate—Exemption—Highway Act, 1862 (25 & 
26 Vict. c. 61), 8. 35—Estoppel— Res judicata—Judgment of quarter 
sessions—Quashing previous rate.—North-Eastern Railway Oo. v. 
Dalton Overseers, Q.B.D., 8.J. 554; W.R. 582 ; 

2. Nuisance—Defective fence alongside highway—Injury to 
person climbing on to fence—Negligence—Trespasser.— Harrold v. 
Watney, aAPp., §.J. 609 : ; ; 

3. Public footway—Stile—Liability of — to repair ratione 
tenure—Evidence of liability.—Rundle v. Hearle, 9.3.D., W.R. 
619 

See also Local Government, 7; Vendor and Purchaser, 2 


INJUNCTION— 

Damages—Public body—Statutory powers—Damage probable 
from exercise of statutory powers — Quia timet — Discretion.— 
Southwark Water Co. v. Wandsworth Board of Works.—ou.D. 
KEKEWICH, J., $.J. 655 

See also Contract, 4; Practice, 8; Trade-nawe; Vendor and 

Purchaser, 1 


INLAND REVENUE— . 

1. Estate duty—Exemption—Husband and wife—Life interest, 
sole or joint—Survivor—Finance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 30), 
8. 21 5) Aarne Senne v. Strange, a. J. = ial 

2. Estate duty—Property ing on —Settlemen ena! 
for life and sunidiebaieis~dteges er of life estate to remainder- 


man—Finance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 30), ss. 1, 2 (1) (b).— 
Attorney-General v. Beech, aPp., 8.J. 468 ; W.R. 435 

3. Estate duty—Settlement estate duty—Settled legacy—Duty © 
payable out of residue—‘‘ The deceased ”"—Finance Act, 1896 (59 & — 
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60 Vict. c. 28), ss. . a 39.—Gibbs, Re, Thorne v. Gibbs, OH.D. 


. ty: ific sum pa out of fund in court— 
Finance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 30), s. 14.—Wade v. Wade, 
5. In = ‘oti a te rporate—Exemption 

5. Income tax—Bodies corporate or uninco 
—Property appropriated for promotion of science—Customs and 
Inland Revenue Act, 1885 (48 & 49 Viet. c. 51), s. 11 (3).—Royal 
College of Surgeons, Re, 9.B.D., §.J. 472; W.R. 538 

6. Income tax—Profits and gains abe me company owni 
brewery abroad—Control in England— ts received in England 
—Income Tax Acts, 1842 (5 & 6 Vict. c. 35), s. 100, Schedule D, 
cases 1 and 5; 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 34), s. 2, Schedule D.—Ape- 
thorpe v. Schoenhofen Brewery Co., Q.B.D., 8.J. 470 

7. Income tax payable without deduction or abatement 
for taxes at a time when income tax not payable—Right to 
deduct income tax (5 & 6 Vict. c. 35), Schedule E, rules 1 and 6.— 
Lund v. Liverpool School for Indigent Blind, OH.D. BYRNE, J., 
8.J. 655 

8. Income tax—Schedule A—Liability of occupier for arrears 
accrued before commencement of occupation—Right to distrain— 
Income Tax Act, 1842 (5 & 6 Vict. c. 35), s. 70—Income Tax Act, 
1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 34), 8. 35.—Reading v. Chew, Q.B.D., 8.J. 593 


INNKEEPER— 
Liability for property of guest—Temporary refreshment.— 
Orchard v. Bush, Q.B.D., 8.J. 540; W.R. 527 


INSURANCE— 
1. Burglary and housebreaking—‘ Actual forcible and violent 
entry” —Entry by turning handle of door.— George and Gold- 


smiths Burglary Insurance Association’s Arbitration, Re, Q.B.D., 8.J. 
524; W.R, 557 

2, Marine—Arms and ammunition shipped to foreign country in 
time of peace—Capture—Alleged prohibition of foreign country 
for such goods being imported—All concealment of fact 
material for cal i i illegal venture—Validity of 
policy.—Fracis v. Sea Inswrance Co., Q.B.D., 8.J. 634 

3. Marine—Attachment of risk—Steamers “sailing on or after 
the 1st of March ”—“ Sailing,” what constitutes.— Insurance 
Co. v. Blogg, aPP., §.J. 590 

4. Marine insurance—Collision clause—Exemption of under- 
writers—Proviso—Construction.— Engineer, The, H.L., W.R. 530 

5. Marine—Freight—Notice of abandonment—Personal negli- 
gence of the assured.—Trinder v. Thames Marine Insurance Co., 
app., W.R, 561 

6. Marine— Policy —Perils to the hurt of ship—Damaged 
cargo—Liability of ship’s underwriters.—Field Steamship Oo. v. 
Burr, Q.B.D., W.R, 490 

7. Marine—Repairs to ship in eerie Pe Lloyd’s classifi- 
cation—Apportionment of expenses between shipowners and under- 
writers.—Ruabon Steamship Co. v. London Assurance, APP., W.R. 
417 

See also Practice, 5 


JUSTICES— 

1. Information—Adjournment of decision until after hearing 
evidence onsecond in formation—J urisdiction.—Reg. v. Fry, Masters, 
Ex parte, 2.B.D., 8.J. 655 

2. Licensing law—Appeal—Transfer of licence — Certiorari — 
Mandamus—Alehouse Act, 1828 (9 Geo. 4, c. 61), 88.4, 14.—Reg. v. 
ne ban 8.J. 470 Ph oda ae 

Animal ; ; Licensing Law, 2-4; Local 

Government, 2; Theatre " 


LANDLORD and TENANT— 

1. Covenant for quiet enjoyment—Reversion assigned to a rail- 
way ye ig ogee of statutory powers— Lands 
Clauses 1845, s. 68—Railway Clauses Act, 1845, s. 6.— 
Anderson v. Manchester, &c., Railway Co., CH.D. BYRNE, J., W.R. 509 

2. House let to tenants—Cistern belonging to landlord—Escape 
of water from—Damage to tenants’ Employment of in- 
dependent contractor by landlord—Liability of landlord.—Blake v. 
rae one 8.J. hoa , 

3. reaches of covenant—Sufficiency of notice to i 
—Re-en ntinui breach—Demages—Denceyuncing Leb, 
1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 41), s. 14(1).—Serle, Re, Gregory v. Serle, 
CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., W.R. 440 

4. Lease—Brewer’s lease—Tied house—Covenant to buy from 
lessor or his successors in business—Interpretation clause—Assign- 
ment of lease.—Birmingham Breweries v. Jameson, APP., 8.J. 

5. Part of the freehold—Chattels thrown in heaps u the 
land—Intention—Mines and minerals—‘ Tap cinder ”—Artificial 
product.— Boileau v. Heath, OH.D, BIGHAM, 3., W.R. 602 

See also Bankruptcy, 2 





LANDS CLAUSES ACTS— 
See Landlord and Tenant, 1; Railway Company, 1 


LEASE— 
See Bankruptcy, 2; Landlord and Tenant, 3, 4; Practice, 12 


LICENSING LAW— 
1. Appeal against confirmation of new licence—Rules of quarter 
sessions— Ultra vires—Licensing Act, 1872 (35 & 36 Vict. co. "th 
37, 43.—Reg. v. Bird, Needes, Eu parte, 0.B.D., §.J. 471; W.R. 


528 

2. sop epee refusal to transfer—Notice of appeal served 
on j rder by court of quarter sessions on justices to 
appellant’s quate —Cinttiaed as Act, 1828 (9 Geo. 4, o. bi} 
8s. 27, 29.—Reg. v. London (Strand Division) Justices, Q.B.D., 8.J, 
556 ; } ale — 

3. quarter sessions—Appearance by licensing justices 
—Juri ion to order justices to pa woste—Lidoure ud tone 
(9 Geo. 4, ¢. 61), 8. 2.—Reg. v. hire Justices, Field, Ex 
parte, Q.B.D., 8.J. 540 

4. Justices—Notice of application for additional excise licence 
—House being unfinished notice affixed to floor—Such notice 
» 2B.D., §.J, 572 

time for refresh- 
ve evi of offence alone will support convic- 
Act, 1872 (c. 94), s. 1 Jurisdiction 


tion—. 
Act, 1879 (c. 49), s. 39.—Miller v. Dudley Justices, Q.B.D., 8.J. 
510; W.R. 606 

See also Contract, 5; Justices, 2 


LIMITATIONS, STATUTE of— 

Mortgage of land—Arrears of interest—Acknowledgment by one 
of the two executors and devisees in trust of the mortgagor—3 & 
4 Will. 4, c. 27, s. 42.—Astbury v. Astbury, CH.D., STIRLING, J., 
W.R. 536 

See also Mortgage, 2 


LIS PENDENS— 
wislt Gee © suiteslios "cates tenet on Sper 
issed— vacati i oa set 
he” & 31 Vict. 47, 8. 2.—Baater v. Mi a na 
. 508 


LITERARY INSTITUTION— 
1. Company—Literary and Scientific Institutions Act, 1854, ss. 
30, 31.— Russell Literary Institution, Re, Figgins v. Baghino.—ou.D. 
NORTH, J., §.J. 508 
2. Institution in the nature of a joint-stock company—Li 
and Scientific Institutions Act, 1854 (17 & 18 Vict. c. 112), ss. 30, 
33.—Clegg v. Ellison, OH.D. STIRLING, J., W.R. 577 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT— 

1. Arbitration—Area of union altered—Special circumstances— 
Local Government Act, 1894 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 73), s. 68.— Rochdale 
Guardians v. Haslingden Guardians, Q.B.D., §.J. 523 

2. Building line—Information—Dismissal—Justices equal. 
gS Ee See Health (Buildings in Sirota 
Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 55), s. 3.—Kinnis v. Graves, a.3.D., 8.J. 
512; Me = ae 

3. Burial—Ven purchaser—Burial-ground— Purchase of 
land by district council for—Action to restrain burying within 

ibi i welling-house—Burial Act, 1855 (18 & 
9 Vict. c. 128), 8. 9.—Zomse v. Clacton District Council, on.D. 
es tone cme Borough having separate 
4, ty council — zh under 10,000 
Se oe Vice oath me Shah TN geeT cerpeon 
c. , 88. 35, 38, 84,—- ion ¥. 
orfolk Cownty Council, arp., 8.J, 686 ree 
5. County council—Bye-law—Validity—Reasonableness.— Kruse 
v. Johnson, Q.B.D., 8.J. 509 
6. County council—Quarter sessional borough ha population 
pee a eens bebe wy waltsef onthe oa fas 
only—New coun’ Corporations Act, 1882 (45 
gf rik Oe Fe teat Soe ee 
ict. C. ’ 88. '. a * v. est ‘ole 
County Council, @.B.D., 8.3. 523 ens " 
tenura— of 


7. Highway— 


Bridge repairable ratione 
expenses noueet OT, ra ee 

Government Aah, S006 8 © OF Site © See te sub-section 2.— 
Cuckfield District v. Goring, Q2.D., Lait W.R. 541 


8. Practice—Costs—Purchase of district council for 
burial-ground— Action to restrain within F arse pang dis- 
tance m dw house—Public ties Act, 


1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 61).—Zoms v. Clacton District Cowneil (No. 2), 
OH.D. ROMER, J., §.J.572 . 
9. Provisional order—Construction of—Two provisional ordera 
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confirmed by Act of Parliament the same day—Inconsistency 


between.—Shefield Corporation v. Sheffield Electric Light Co., CH.D. 
NORTH, J., W.R. 485 

10. — health—Infectious disease—Notification—Common 
Lodging-houses Act, 1851 (14 & 15 Vict. c, 28), s. 11.—LZogsdon v. 
Holland, «.B.D., §.J. 523 ‘ " 

11. Public health—Nuisance—‘ Single private drain ”’—Notice 
to execute works addressed to owners collectively—Work done 
different from work specified in notice—Public Health Act, 1875 
(38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), s. 41—Public Health Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. 
c. 59), s. 19.—Lancaster v. Barnes District Council, Q.B.D., W.R. 623 

12. Rating—Special expenses under Public Health Act—Judg- 
ment debt due from local authority-—-Retrospective rate—Mandamus 
to levy rate—Public Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 65), s. 230. 
—Reg. v. Leigh District Council, arr., W.R. 471 

13. Rating—Water supply—Water rates—Water rents—Con- 
tribu place—Public Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), s. 
229.—Horn v. Sleaford District Council, 9.B.D., W.R, 555 

14, Sewer—Powers outside district—Reputed owner or occupier 
—Notice—Omission to give notice—Easement—Compensation— 
Owner interferes with sewer—Costs—Public Health Act, 1875 (38 
& 39 Vict. c. 55), ss. 4, 16, 32, 33, 308—Public Authorities Protec- 
tion Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 61), s. 1.—Cleckheaton Dis- 
trict Council v. Firth, cH.D. KEKEWICH, J., §.J. 669 

15. ‘‘ Sewer” or ‘‘ drain ’’—Land drains constructed by railway 
company—Sewer made for draining land under a local or private 
Act—Vesting in local authority—Railways Clauses Consolidation 
Act, 1845 (8 Vict. c. 20), s. 68—Public Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 
Vict. c. 55), a8. 4, 13.—London and North-Western Railway Co. v. 
Runcorn Council, apr., W.R. 484 

16. Sewer made by a person for his own profit—Vesting—Public 
Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), s. 13 (1).—Croysdale v. 
Sunbury-on-Thames Council, OH.D. STIRLING, J., 8.J. 668 

17. Street improvement—Objections on ground of insufficiency 
and unreasonableness—Private Street Works Act, 1892 (55 & 56 
Vict. c. 57), s. 7 (d).—Mansfield (Mayor) v. Butterworth, QB.D., 
8.J. 524 

See also Poor Law, 1; Practice, 3 


LOCKE KING'S ACT— 
See Mortgage, 2; Partnership 


LUNACY— 

1. Committee of person—Liability to account—Allowance paid 
quarterly in advance—Death of lunatic before expiration of 
quarter.— Strangways v. Read, CH.D. ROMER, J., §,J. 654 

2. Directing committee to elect to accept a devise to lunatic 
upon condition of resettling other property—Jurisdiction of court 
Benefit of lunatic—Pecuniary benefit—Stat. Prerogativa Regis (17 
E. 2, Stat. i.), c. 10—Lunacy Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 5).—Sefton 
(Earl), Re, arp., §.J. 570 

also Will, 6 


MARRIED WOMAN— 

1. Bankruptcy—Proof—Loan by wife to busband—Married 
Women’s Property Act, 1882, s. 3.—Clark, Re, Schulze, Ex parte, 
4pp., §.J. 573 

2. Bankruptcy—Trading separately from her husband—Liability 
to be made a krupt—Receiving order—Debt incurred, judg- 
ment obtained, act of bankruptcy committed, and petition pre- 
sented, before debtor’s marriage—Receiving order made after 
marriage—Married Women’s Property Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 
75), 8. 1, sub-section 5.—Debtor, Re, app., 8.J. 657 

3. Protection order—Power to contract debts—Appointment— 
Liability of appointed fund for debts—Married Women’s Property 
Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 75), s. 4—Married Women’s Property 
Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 63), s. 1 (a), (b), (c}—Matrimonial 
Causes Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vict. c. 85), 88. 21, 25, 26.—Hughes, Re, 
Brandon v. Hughes, arr., W.R. 502 

4. Separate property—Removal of restraint on anticipation— 
Charge for payment of husband’s debts—Wife’s right to indem- 
nity—Conveyancing and Law of Property Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. 
c. 41), 8. 39.—Paget v. Paget, arp., W.R. 472 

5. Testamentary capacity—Assent by husband to will—Practice 
of Probate Division.—-Atkinson, Re, Waller v. Atkinson, OH.D. 
STIRLING, J., W.R. 439 

See also Domicil ; Vendor and Purchaser, 5 


MASTER and SERVANT— 
See Contract, 4 


MIDDLESEX REGISTRY ACT— 
See Bankruptcy, 5 


- METROPOLIS— 
.1. Drainage—Liability of local authority to effectually drain 


their district—Mandamus directed to vestry to submit plans to 
London County Council—Metropolis Management Act, 1855 (18 & 
19 Vict. c. 120), ss. 69, 128—Metropolis Mauagement Amendment — 
Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 102), s. 45.—Reg. v. St. Mary, Isling- 
ton, Vestry, Williams, Ex parte, Q.B.D., 8.J. 612 

2. London Building Act—New and somewhat different domestic 
building erected in place of old premises — ‘‘ Deviate in any 
respect ’’—Ground to be covered does not exceed area occupied 
old premises—Plans must be sent in—London Building Act, 1 
(57 & 58 Vict. c. ccxiii.), ss. 41, 43, 145, 150.—Paynter v. Watson, 
Q.B.D., §.J, 490 

3. Nuisance—Defective sewer—Notice served on owner— Abate- 
ment of nuisance by owner—Right of owner to recover ex 
incurred from sanitary authority—Public Health (London) Act, 
1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 76), ss. 4, 11.—Andrew v. St. Olave’s Board 
of Works, 0.B.D., W.R, 424 

4. Nuisance—Sewer or drain—Drain for drainage by combined 
operation—Evidence of order of vestry—Unauthorized connection 
between drains—Metropolis Management Act, 1855 (18 & 19 Vict. 
c. ty * ss. 74, 250.—Geen v. Newington Vestry, 2.B.D., W.R. 624 

5. Street—‘‘New street ”—Metropoli ent Act, 1855 
(18 & 19 Vict. c. 120), s. 105—Metropolis Management Amend- 
ment Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 102), s. a of paving 
new streets—Liability of owners of land and houses.—Allen y, 
Fulham Vestry, Q.B.D., §.J. 612 


MORTGAGE— 

1. Assignment of fund—Notice—Purchase of mortgaged pro- 
perty—Payment off of incumbrance—Intention to 4 alive,— 
Liquidation Estates Purchase Oo. v. Willoughby, H.L., W.R. 589 

2. Estate specifically devised—Locke King’s Act—Statute of 
Limitations—Allen, Re, Basset v. Allen, CH.D. NORTH, J., §.J. 687 

3. Realty—Equitable sub-mortgage of land—Eyuitable. sub- 
mortgagees—Priorities—Notice to original mortgagor.— Hopkins 
v. Hemsworth, OH.D, KEKEWIOH, J., §.J. 611 

See also Company, 5; Limitations, Statute of; Vendor and 

Purchaser, 5 


NEGLIGENCE— 
See Highway, 2; Principal and Agent 


NUISANCE— 
See Highway, 2; Local Government, 11; Metropolis, 3, 4 


PARTNERSHIP— 

Deposit of title-deeds by a partner to secure overdraft of firm— 
Specific devise of real estate charged—Partnership assets sufficient 
—Locke King’s Act (17 & 18 Vict. c. 113).—Ritson v. Ritson, OH.D, 
ROMER, J., W.R. 478 


PATENT— =: 
Agreement to assign—Subsequent licence—Notice—Priority— 
uitable rights—Patents, i and Trade-Marks Act, 1883 
(46 & 47 Vict. c. 57), 8. 87.—New Inion Tyre Oo. v. Spilsbury, OH.D, 
KEKEWICH, J., 8.J. 509; W.R, 567 


POOR LAW— sett ‘ 
1. Rating—Exemption—Buildings occupied for police purposes 
—Chief pes Picraceg ae retry ty e, 2, s. 1—Local Govern- 


ment Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 41), 8. 64.—Leicester County 
Council v. Leicester Committee, Q.B.D., W.R. 585 

2. Rating—Gross estimated rental — Rateable value —A) 
against rateable value—Right of rating authority to 008 
evidence to increase value in rate-book—Parochial Assess~— 
ments Act, 1836 (6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 96), 8. 1.—Horton v. Walsall” 
Guardians, 2.B.D., W.R. 607 ‘ 

3. Rating—* Tied” public-house— Market value above rent 
actually paid—Brewers us hypothetical tenants—Exclusion of 

contracts between publican and brewers — Parochial 

Assessment Act, 1836 (6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 96), 8. 1.—White v. Brad- 
Jy Soling Waterworks “Mtcéood: of etiaating 

4. i aterwor 0: i 
—Effective capital value—Catchment areas unconnected—Rental 
value—Enhanced value of site.—Liverpool (Mayor) v. Llanfyllin 
Union, @.B.D., 8.J. 656 


POWER— , 
See Appointment, 1, 2; Will, 1 
PRACTICE— 
1. Appeal—Case stated for nee & Queen’s Bench Division— 
12 & 13 Vict. c. 45, s. 11—Judi Act, 1873, s. 19.—Lodge % 


Huddersfield (Mayor), arr., W.R. 482 P 
2. Costs—Action against public authority—Public Authorities 


Protection Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 61), 8. 1 (b).—North Metro- 


a Tramways Co. v. London County Council, CH.D. ROMER, Jy — 


554 
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$. Costs—Taxation — Counter-claim — Plaintiff ordered to pay 
costs of action, defendant to pay costs of counter-claim— 

fonts of counter-claim, what are—Costs occasioned by the counter- 
claim—General costs of action, whether to be apportioned.— Atlas 
Metal Co. v. Miller, arp., 8.J, 653 

4. Discovery—Production of documents—Privi 

ap pe i 

5. Discovery ments—Marine inguran ip’s 
Re-insurance.—China Traders Insurance Co. v, Royal Rotenge 
Assurance Corporation, arr., 8.J. 507; W.R. 497 

6. Evidence—Inspection—Examination of witnesses on com- 
mission— Order to send abroad property in dispute—Jurisdiction -— 
R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 37, r. 5; ord. 50, r. 3.—Chaplin v. Puttick & 
Simpson, app., W.R. 481 

7, House of Lords—Decision on question of law final.—Zondon 
Tramways Co. v. London County Council, H.L., W.R. 609 

8. Injunction—Declaration of right — Jurisdiction—Local author- 
ity—Proceedings before magistrates—Public Health (Building in 
Streets) Act, 1888, s. 3—Judicature Act, 1873, s. 25.—Grand Junc- 
tion Wat-rworks Co. v. Hampton District Council, OH.D. STIRLING, J., 
§.J. 571 

9. Interpleader—Sheriff’s interpleader—Claim oanm seized in 
execution—Claimant ordered to pay value of goods into court—- 
Withdrawal of sheriff—Second execution— Liability of claimant to 
make further payment into court.—Kotchie v. Golden Sovereigns Co., 
app., W.R. 616 

10. Parties—Joint contractors—Judgment by consent against 
one joint contractor—Right to continue action against other con- 
tractor—R. 8. C., XIIL, 4; XIV., 5; XVI, 4.—McLeod v. 
Power, CH.D. BYRNE, J., 8.J. 634 

11, Pleading—Counter-claim—Parties—Claim by def endant and 
other person against plaintiff—Ord. 21, r. 11.—Pender v. Taddei, 
app., W.R, 452 

12. Production of cestui que vie under 6 Anne, c. 18—At church 
porch—Time for.—Thoemas, Ex parte, OH.D. ROMER, J., 8 J. 553 


PRINCIPAL and AGENT — 
Local authority—Contractor—Negligence—Payment into court 
by one a; 3 epameascpecaliiaa v. Wimbledon District Council, 
Q.B.D., 8.J. 


PROBATE— 

1. Executor renouncing — Application to retract — Court of 
Probate Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vict. c. 77), s. 79.—Stiles, In Goods of, 
P.D. & AD.D., W.R, 444 

2. Insolvency—Trust estate—Limited administration—Annexing 
will.— Butler, In Goods of, P.D. & AD.D., W.R, 445 

3. Will—Mutual and joint will—Death of one—Grant of probate 
of operative part.—Smyth, In Goods of, P.D. & aD.D., W.R, 426 

4. Witness—Order for examination of—Costs—Probate Act, 1857 
OB, : Vict. ©. 77), 8. 26.—Wyatt, In Goods of, P.D. & AD.D., 

425 


PUBLIC HEALTH— 
See Local Government, 2, 10-15; Metropolis, 3; Practice, 8 


RAILWAY COMPANY— 

1, * Part me & of any house or other building”—Avenue— 
Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. c. 18), s. 92.— 
Althusen v. Ealing and South Harrow Railway Oo., arp., W.R. 483 

2. Traffic—Weights and measures—Inspector of~Police-con- 
stable—Constable travelling on railway as inspector—Right to 
travel at reduced fare—Cheap Trains Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 34), 
8. 6.—Spencer v. Lancashire, &v., Railway Co., Q.B.D., W.R. 443 

See also Landlord and Tenant, 1 ; Local Government, 15 


SALE of GOODS— 
False trade Og geod liability of master for acts of 
sarvant—Absence of mens rea—Merchandise Marks Act, 1887 (50 & 
By 28), ss. 1, 2, 5.—Coppen v. Moore, @.B.D., 8.J. 539; 


SETTLED LAND— 

1, Compound settlement—Trustees for the of the 
Settled Land Act—Settled Land Act, 1882 45 & 46 Vict. c. 13), 
ss. 2 (1) (5) (8), 3, 20, 38, 50 (3)—Settled Act, 1890 (53 & 54 
Vict. c. 69), 8. 4.—Du Cane and Nettlefold’s Contract, Re, 0H.D. 
STIRLING, J., 8.3. 468; W.R. 523 

2. Series of e by tenant for life—“ having 





2. f deeds—Sal. 
priori’ the gr see ced No 
y instruments—Power of tenant life to convey 
leg yy mt ely EE 
c. » 8. » su — 
OU.D. KEKEWICH, J., §.J. 522 * F 





SHERIFF— 

Execution—Fieri facias—Abandonment of possession of goods 
—Tem “gS — from premises.—Bagshawes v. Deacon, 
app., W.R. 6 c 

See also Company, 3; Practice, 9 


1. Bill of lading—Exception—Negligence of m: navi- 
gated by egg of owner for i meg pe Ang 
— West Coal Co. v. McPhail, apr., W.R. 

2. Mersey Dock he ee Se ee im 
coastwise—Transhipped at a port in England— Deck hots 
Consolidation Act, 1858 (21 & 22 Vict. c. xcii.).—Mersey Docks 
Board v. Twigge, Q.B.D., 8.5. 490 

3. Pilotage—Recovery of remuneration for services not 
contemplated by statute under whi i appointed— Mersey 
Docks Acts Consolidation Act, 1858 (21 & 22 Vict. c. xcii.).—Servia, 
The, and Carinthia, The, P.D. & AD.D., W.R. 492 

4. Possession—Sale of ship by majority owners—Judgment by 
consent—Agreed dam: eaning of ‘‘such deductions as the 
interveners may be able in law to establish as proper from the 

ive shares and interests of the plaintiffs.” —Ripon City, The, 
or Silvia, The, P.D. & av.v., W.R. 

5. Thames navigation—Steamboat towing barges on river— 
Necessity of having waterman on board steamboat—Bye-law— 
Validity—Watermen’s and Lightermen’s Amendment Act, 1859, s. 


80.—Kennaird v. Cory, Q.B.D., 8.J. 655 
See also County Court, 2; Insurance, 2-7 
SOLICITOR— 


1, Costs—Security taken—Waiver of lien.— Douglas Norman & 
Co., Re, OH.D., NORTH, J., W.R, 421 

2. Costs—Taxation—Country solicitor—Attendance in London at 
hearing—London agent not employed—Allowance for attendance— 
Special circumstances— Discretion of =e Tg Re, Tousey v. 
Sheffield, CH.D. BYRNE, J., §.J. 635; app., 5.J. 669 

3. Costs—Taxation—Objections, time for—Certificate—Alteration 
of date—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 65, r. 27.—Furber, Re, app., 8,J, 613 

4. Executor—Will—Power to solicitor-executor to make pro- 
fessional charges—Insolvent estate—Creditors’ action.— White, Re, 
Pennell v. Franklin, arr., 8.J. 635 

5. Lier—Administration action—Lien acquired before action— 
Order for production of documents for purposes of action.— Hawkes, 
Re, Ackerman v. Lockhart, app., W.R. 445 


SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE— 
See Company, 2; Vendor and Purchaser, 6, 7 


THEA 
Licence—Resolution that no such licence should be granted 
unless applicant undertook not to apply for a refreshment licence 
—Validity of such general resolution— Power of licensing authori 
to attach such condition to every t while resolution i 
unrescinded.—Sheerness District neil, Re, Smith, Eu parte, 
Q.B.D., $.J, 612 


TRADE-MARK— 
1. Merchandise marks—False trade description—Ap; ion to 
oe supplied equal in q to goods bed — 
bsence of fraudulent intent—Offence— ise Marks Act, 


1887 (50 & 51 Vict. c. 28), ss. 2, 3.—Kirshenboim v. Salmon & 
Gluckstein, Q.B.D., §.J. 538 ; W.R. 573 
2. Registration—Bond intention of user, necessity for— 
Non-user—Rectification.— Batt’s Trade-Marks, Re, OH.D., ROMER, 
J., W.R. 459; app., 8.J. 686 
See also Sale of Goods. 


— f Injuncti of altogether 
Change of name— restraining use of name 
in connection with a saaieue trade.— Pinet et Cie. v. Maison Louis 
eo NORTH, J., W.R. 506 


Company, 6 
TRADE ng ie a 

Strike—‘“ we bare Mee ned Protection 
to Property Act, 1875 (38 & 39 c. 86), s. 71—Registered 

i —Trade union funds.—Lyons v. Wilkins, o#.D. 
BYRNE, J., W.R. 461 

a Appropriation of Infant beneficiaries— 

1, i trust estate— No ex- 
press power to iate.—Nickels, Re, Nickels v. Nickels, oH.D, 
STIRLING, J., W. 

2. Breach of trust— of retired trustees for breach com- 

unauthor- 


mitted by new trustees— of trustees to return of 
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ized investment on —o loss.—Head v. Gould, Om.D. 
KEKEWICH, J., 8.J. 553; W.R. 597 

3. Cestuis que trustent—Unnecessary or improper parties—Costse— 
Settlement—Void limitations—Action to set aside—Parties.— 
Merry v. Pownall, cH.D. KEKEWICH, J., W.R. 487 

4. Judicial le executor—Trust — Reversioner — Ap- 
plication by beneficiary for —. of judicial trustee—Ap- 
pointment by court—Judicial Trustees Act, 1896 (59 & 60 Vict. c. 
35), 88. 1 and 4; Rules 1897, 2 and 4.—Ratcliffe, Re, OH.D, KEKE- 
WICH, J., §.J. 654 

See also Settled Land, 1; Will, 2 


VENDOR and PURCHASER— 

1. Agreement to enter into a contract—Injunction—Statute of 
Frauds (29 Car. 2, c. 3), 8. 4.—Johnston v. Boyes, CH.D. STIRLING, 
J.,8.J. 610 

2. Highway—Soil of—Conveyance of adjacent land—Presump- 
tion of highway passing ad medium filum viae—Street in town— 
Rent-charge issuing out of —Liability—Charitable Trusts Recovery 
Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 17), 8. 3.— White's Charities, Re, Charity 
Commissioners v. London Corporation, CH.D. ROMER, J., W.R. 479 

3. Interest on purchase-money—Conditions of sale—Interest 
not payable during delay caused by ‘‘default” of vendor— 
Meaning of ‘‘default”—Delay caused by very slight technical 
defect in vendor’s title.— Woods and Lewis’s Contract, Re, APP., 
S.J. 552 

4. Misdescription—Condition of sale—Right to rescind—Right to 
rescind after litigation commenced.—Jsaacs v. Towell, OH.D. 
BYRNE, J., §.J. 469 

5. Mortgagee—Married woman—Conveyance to purchaser— 
Concurrence of husband—Acknowledgment—Married Women’s 
Property Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 75), s. 1—Fines and 
Recoveries Act, 1833 (3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 74), s. 77.—Brooke and 
Fremlin’s Contract, Re, CH.D, KEKEWICH, J., W.R. 442 

6. Specific performance—Mistake—Condition precedent to com 
plete contract—Repudiation by vendor—Wilful default—Interest 
—Form of order.—North v. Percival, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., W.R. 
552 








7. Speci 
Act—Objection by 
Conveyancing Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 21), as. 19, 20, 21 (2).—~ 7 
Life Interest Corporation v. Hand-in-Hand Insurance Co,, CH.D. 
STIRLING, J., 8.J. 592 


Power of sale under Oonveyancing 


purchaser before conveyance—Evidence— ~ 


VOLUNTEER— 
See Army 


WATER— 
See Local Government, 13; Poor Law, 4 


WILL— 
1. Advancement clause—Power—Bond fide exercise of.—Moly- 
neux Vv. Fletcher, Q.B.D., W.R. 576 
2. Charitable gift—Administration of estate—Mixed fund— 
Pure and impure personalty—Discretion of trustees—Mortmain— 
9 Geo. 2, c. 36.—Piercy, Re, Whitwham v. Piercy, aPp., W.R. 503 
3. Construction—Estate duty—Gift by deceased not made twelve 
a before his death.—Bazxter v. Baxter, CH.D. ROMER, J., 8.J, © 
4, Contingent remainders—Infants—Intermediate rents—Equit- 
we limitation.— Averill, Re, Salsbury v. Buckle, OH.D. ROMER, J., 
-R. 460 
5. Foreign stamp duty—English executors.— Reina, Re, Frost v. 
Lucas, OH.D. NORTH, J., 8.J. 468 
6. Real estate—Devise—Rule in ‘‘ Shelley’s case” —Heirs —— 
by descent or purchase—Equitable or legal estate—Execution o 
disentailing deed by person afterwards found lunatic by inquisition, — 
— Van Grutten v. Foawéll, #.L., W.R. 426 ; 
7. Real estate—Interest acquired by testator after date of will, © 
whether disposed of—Revocation of devise by operation of law— 
Intention— Old law before Wills Act, 1837 (7 Will. 4 and 1 Vict. 
c. 26)—Residuary devise.—Jacob v. Jacob, aPP., §.J. 687 
oun also Appointment, 2; Married Woman, 5; Probate, 3; 
icitor, 4 


















